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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

a. Claims 1-6,8-16, 18-33 and 35-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Sandelman et al. in view of Brown et al. 

Sandelman discloses a method of processing an alarm within a process 

control system comprising receiving a device alarm message from a field 

device (2,3,4,5) with a first message (col.7, line 7), appending a second 

set of message fields containing second set of information for an 

enhanced alarm message (col. 14, lines 37-47), selecting a device alarm 

table based on second information and mapping the first message data to 

the appropriate alarm table (col. 13, lines 34-63), except for specifically 

stating that the first message includes a set of message fields. 

Brown discloses desirability of using Fieldbus protocol for 
communicating between remote units 20,28 and controller 110. 

It would have been obvious to use a protocol as suggested by 
Brown in conjunction with an alarm system as disclosed by Sandelman, in 
order to allow devices made by different manufacturers to communicate 
over a standard bus (col.2, lines 20-24). 

Regarding claim 3, Brown teaches use of standard block 
identification field in Fieldbus format(col.6, line 29). 
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Regarding claim 4, Sandelman teaches appending a message 
including device type (col.7, lines 9-11; col.11, lines 30-31). 

Regarding claims 5-6, Sandelman teaches selection of appropriate 
alarm table from plural tables upon matching information (col.13, lines 33- 
63; col.14, lines 37-47). 

Regarding claim 8, Sandelman teaches desirability of translating 
messages from original format (col.13, lines 37-38) to select tables, so use 
of a preferred language would have been obvious, since such would have 
been translated to a desired format. 

Regarding claims 9-10, Sandelman teaches displaying alarm data 
(Fig. 1 , elements 6,7). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , it is well-known in the prior art to utilize floating 
point number fields in Fieldbus alarm messages (specification, page 1 5, 
lines 17-22). 

Regarding claim 29, choosing to have appending routine and 
matching routine stored on different memories would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art, since Sandelman discloses two separate 
routines for appending 710 and matching 709, separate memory sources 
making retrieval simpler. 

Regarding claim 37, choosing to use a specific value for the floating 
point value would have been obvious, merely depending on user 
preference. 
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2. Claims 7, 17 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Sandelman et al. in view of Brown and Yamada. 

Yamada teaches desirability of identifying corrective action information, in order 
that problems with devices can be corrected (col. 4, lines 45-53; fig. 5). 

It would have been obvious to use corrective action information as 
suggested by Yamada in conjunction with a system as disclosed by Sandelman 
and Brown, in order to allow a user to know what type of action could fix a 
problem. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Brent A Swarthout whose telephone number is 703- 
305-4383. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 6:30 to 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Hofsass, can be reached on 703-305-4717. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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